
To: McCullough, Chris@DOC[Chris.McCullough@conservation .ca.gov] 
Cc: Albright, David[Aibright.David@epa.gov]; Walker, 
Alan@DOC[Aian. Walker@conservation. ca .gov]; Sa I era, Jerry@DOC[Jerry. Sa lera@conservation. ca .gov]; 
Dudak, Daniei@DOC[Daniei.Dudak@conservation.ca.gov] 
From: Dermer, Michele 
Sent: Wed 12/23/2015 4:19:13 PM 
Subject: RE: Idle wells in Las Cienegas 

From: McCullough, Chris@DOC [ mailto:Chris.McCullough@conservation.ca.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 4:57PM 
To: Dermer, Michele <Dermer.Michele@epa.gov> 
Cc: Albright, David <Albright.David@epa.gov>; Walker, Alan@DOC 
<Alan.Walker@conservation.ca.gov>; Salera, Jerry@DOC 
<Jerry. Salera@conservation.ca.gov>; Dudak, Daniel@DOC 
<Daniel.Dudak@conservation.ca.gov> 
Subject: RE: Idle wells in Las Cienegas 

ED_ 001 000 _ 00028397-00001 



From: Dermer, Michele l~=~"~""~~=====~J 
Sent: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 3:57PM 
To: McCullough, Chris@DOC 
Cc: Albright, David Walker, Alan@DOC 

Salera, Jerry@DOC 
Subject: RE: Idle wells in Las Cienegas 

From: Dermer, Michele 
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Sent: Friday, December 18,2015 9:17AM 
To: McCullough, Chris@DOC 
Cc: Albright, David Walker, Alan@DOC 

Salera, Jerry@DOC 
Subject: RE: Idle wells in Las Cienegas 

From: McCullough, Chris@DOC l~~~,"-==~======~====~J 
Sent: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:27PM 
To: Dermer, Michele 
Cc: Albright, David Walker, Alan@DOC 

Salera, Jerry@DOC 
Subject: RE: Idle wells in Las Cienegas 
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From: Dermer, Michele L====~-'-=~=====~J 
Sent: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:49 PM 
To: McCullough, Chris@DOC 
Cc: Albright, David 
Subject: FW: Idle wells in Las Cienegas 
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From: Dermer, Michele 
Sent: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 12:41 PM 
To: 'Habel, Rob@DOC' 
Cc: Albright, David 
Subject: Idle wells in Las Cienegas 

Rob - I am sorry to bother you again but I responded to the citizen regarding the inquiry we 
discussed last week and provided some information based on our conversation. In the meantime 
the requestor was able to speak with some folks in the DOGGR district. It would appear from 
the information he received that there is a difference between the interpretation of what is to be 
protected-- BFW or USDW. This is the text of the email I received, below. David and I just 
spoke about this-- we know you know what is required but it's unclear whether there is just a 
disconnect on what is being protected, or if its incorrect. Also, I may have misunderstood what 
you told me, I thought the 3 wells that failed their MITs were repaired, and subsequently passed 
MIT, but remain idle, but maybe I didn't get that right? Only the last one (031 0) that failed was 
to be plugged this month? The district did not seem to know about the plugging plan. Can you 
help me continue to try to straighten this out? Thanks, Michele 
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Dear Ms Dermer 

!just spoke with the Acting Supervising Engineer at DOGGR District 1, Ellen Moser, and then 
on her referral I spoke with the engineer in charge of their idle well program, A B Abdulrahman. 

Would you be willing to compare notes with me? I think we have been talking to different people 
and we are perhaps getting different information. The key points of difference are whether any 
corrective work has been done and whether any wells have been tested in the last couple of 
months. 

Ms Moser and Mr. Abdulrahman could confirm for me that fluid level tests were done in 2015, 
but could not confirm that any repair work had been done on any of these wells. 

They both stressed that repair work would fall under the purview of Barry Irick, and they also 
explained that repairing the problems that caused the failed SAPTs in April2014 would not be 
required for shut-in and/or idle wells so long as fluid levels tested below the BFW 

The testing data that Mr Abdulrahman and Ms Moser could see dated from March through June 
2015. They looked up two of the three wells while on the phone with me: 

1) 4th Ave #4, API 03700310 appears to have failed the fluid level test and then was subjected to 
nitrogen test in March-April2015, and has been scheduled to be plugged since June 2015 but 
has not yet been plugged. 

2) 4th Ave #10, API 03700316 appears to have passed afluid level test in June 2015, showing 
fluid was below the BFW, and so is being allowed to sit idle indefinitely with whatever problem 
that cause the failure of the SAPT in April 2015. 

I cannot yet definitively say no corrective work has been done on any of the wells, but that 
certainly seems to be the case. 

DOGGR's response is, as I understand it, to say that the wells meet the requirements of 
DOGGRs regulations, and the regulations allow wells with failed SAPTs to sit idle indefinitely
which was one of the important criticisms of the 2011 audit. 

Thank you 
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